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REMARKS 

This is intended as a full and complete response to the Office Action dated 
December 21, 2007, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire on 
March 21, 2008. Please reconsider the claims pending in the application for reasons 
discussed below. 

Specification 

Applicant has amended the Abstract to comply with language and format issues 
pointed out by the Examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §112 

Claims 2-4 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph. Applicant has 
amended claims 2 and 4, as supported by at least Figure 13C, to clarify the subject 
matter being claimed. Claim 3 has been canceled, without prejudice. 

Claims 1, 5 and 7-11 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. 
Claims 5 and 11 have been cancelled, without prejudice. As requested by the 
Examiner, Applicant has amended claim 1 to remove use of the word "if in limitations. 
While the Examiner states "creating a project" is an omitted step, claim 1 recites that an 
"implementing" act thereby "creates the project." Claims 7-10 have been amended to 
remove the term "manipulation" and recite affirmative acts to enable ascertaining of Y 
what the claims entail. 

Therefore, Applicant requests withdrawal of the § 112 rejections and allowance 
of the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 101 

Claim 11 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101. Applicant has cancelled claim 
1 1 , without prejudice. Accordingly, Applicant requests withdrawal of the rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1-11 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fixate on Fixed Assets, Practical Account, September 1999 (hereinafter referred to as 
Practical Accountant) in view of Recycled Buildings, material reuse, Stamats 
Communications, Inc., November, 1997 (hereinafter referred to as Recycled Buildings) 
and further in view of Reduce corporate taxes by optimizing depreciation, Translations 
of AACE International, 1997 (hereinafter referred to as AACE). 

Claim 1 recites that "coordinating the design with the Architectural Elements 
includes transforming one or more items of the Building Components into the 
Architectural Elements by specifying in documentation for the design a physical change 
to the one or more items identified in the documentation for the design" and that "the 
transforming occurs prior to the implementing such that the one or more items are 
already transformed from the Building Components into the Architectural Elements upon 
creating the project." With respect to coordinating the design with the Architectural 
Elements, the Examiner cites that "cost segregation analysis involves reviewing the 
costs incurred to acquire, construct, or improve real estate." However, such cost 
segregation as evidenced by the past tense term "incurred" cannot teach, show or 
suggest any pre-implementation transformations, as currently claimed. Further, 
accounting methodologies associated with this cost segregation taught in the Practical 
Accountant only relate to characterizing already fixed assets without any contemplation 
of changing the fixed asset even if characterized pre-implementation. In contrast to the 
claimed act of "specifying in documentation for the design a physical change to the one 
or more items," there is no indication based on such accounting procedures of any 
"physical change to" the fixed assets since the methodology disclosed in the Practical 
Accountant involves reclassifying (i.e., nomenclature only) of the same fixed assets 
regardless of when the reclassification is performed. 

In addition, Recycled Buildings and AACE fail to overcome this deficiency in the 
Practical Accountant. Therefore, these references cannot render obvious claim 1 or any 
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claim dependent thereon. Accordingly, Applicant requests withdrawal of the rejection 



Regarding new claims 12-14, a method includes "transforming one or more items 
of the Building Components into the Architectural Elements by specifying in the 
documentation a physical change to the one or more items identified in the 
documentation; and implementing the project to create the project, wherein the 
transforming occurs prior to implementing the project such that the one or more items 
are already transformed from the Building Components into the Architectural Elements 
upon the implementation of the project," as recited in claim 12. Support for the method 
comes at least from flow charts shown in the figures and paragraph [0040] of the 
published application. Based on the aforementioned limitations of claim 12 and the 
foregoing discussion regarding claim 1, Practical Accountant in view of Recycled 
Buildings and AACE also fails to teach, show or suggest each and every element of 
claim 12 from which claims 13 and 14 depend. Accordingly, Applicant requests 
withdrawal of the rejection and allowance of the claims. 



Having addressed all issues set out in the office action, Applicant respectfully 
submits that the claims are in condition for allowance and respectfully requests that the 
claims be allowed. 



and allowance of claims 1, 2, 4 and 6-10. 



Conclusion 




Respectfully submitted, 



Jason^C. Huang 

Registration No. 46,222 s 
Patterson & Sheridan, L.L.P. 
3040 Post Oak Blvd. Suite 1500 
Houston, TX 77056 
Telephone: (713)623-4844 
Facsimile: (713)623-4846 
Attorney for Applicant 
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